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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of the Application 

1. Claims 1-8 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin [U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184152] and in view of Paymaster Technologies. 

Regarding Claim 1 , Martin discloses, A method for providing recovery for consumer 
victims of check fraud, comprising the steps of: 

• receiving from said consumer an order for printing a series of checks for a 
checking account, wherein the order includes an order for check fraud protection; 
(Paragraph 62) 

• printing checks according to the order; (Paragraph 62) 

• recording the range of numbers of the checks in such order; (Paragraph 62) 

• receiving from the consumer a notification of an occurrence of check fraud 
against a check within the range of numbers of the checks in such order; 
(Paragraph 65) 
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Regarding Claim 1 . Martin fails to disclose, 

• receiving from the consumer a power of attorney to pursue a claim for recovery 
for such check fraud; 

• reimbursing to the consumer the amount of money paid from the consumer's 
checking account and fees arising from the check fraud. 

Regarding Claim 1 . Paymaster Technologies discloses, 

• receiving from the consumer a power of attorney to pursue a claim for recovery 
for such check fraud; (Testimonials, Paragraphs 1-2. Examiner notes that 
while Paymaster technologies does not explicitly state using a power of 
attorney, it is common to assign power of attorney to allow someone more 
knowledgeable in the area to handle a claim.) 

• reimbursing to the consumer the amount of money paid from the consumer's 
checking account and fees arising from the check fraud. (Testimonials, 
Paragraphs 1-2) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the device of Martin with the recovery and reimbursement of 
Paymaster Technologies, in order to provide timely resolution of a customer's claim of 
fraud. (Paymaster Technologies, Testimonials, Paragraph 2) 

Regarding Claim 8 . Martin further discloses, The method of claim 1 , 

• wherein the consumer's checking account comprises a personal checking 
account. (Martin, Paragraph 64) 
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4. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin 
[U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184152] as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Doyle 
[U.S. Pat. No. 5,326,136]. 

Regarding Claim 2 . Martin discloses, The method of claim 1 , wherein the method of 
such check fraud is selected from the group consisting of: 

• legitimate check that is altered to benefit the altering party. (Paragraph 0009. 
Examiner interprets an altered check reported to law enforcement to have 
benefited the altering party.) 

Regarding Claim 2 . Martin fails to disclose, The method of claim 1 , wherein the method 
of such check fraud is selected from the group consisting of: 

• legitimate blank check that is forged with an authorized signature; 

• legitimate check that is endorsed and presented by other than the designated 
payee based upon a fraudulent endorsement; 

Regarding Claim 2 . Doyle discloses, The method of claim 1, wherein the method of 
such check fraud is selected from the group consisting of: 

• legitimate blank check that is forged with an authorized signature; (Column 1, 
Lines 29-54) 
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• legitimate check that is endorsed and presented by other than the designated 
payee based upon a fraudulent endorsement; (Column 1, Lines 29-54) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the device of Martin with the forged and fraudulent endorsements 
of Doyle, in order to include various types of forgery in check fraud. (Doyle, Column 3, 
Lines 50-65) 

5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin 
[U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184152] as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Chock 
[U.S. Pat. No. 5,267,753]. 

Regarding Claim 3 . Martin discloses, The method of claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 3 . Martin fails to disclose, The method of claim 1 , 

• wherein the step of printing such checks further comprises the step of printing 
indicia upon each check to signify such check fraud protection program. 

Regarding Claim 3 . Chock discloses, 

• wherein the step of printing such checks further comprises the step of printing 
indicia upon each check to signify such check fraud protection program. 
(Abstract) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the device of Martin with the indicia printing on each check of 
Chock, in order to discourage fraud. (Chock, Abstract) 

6. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Martin [U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184152] as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Werbeck [The Journal Gazette]. 

Regarding Claim 4, Martin discloses, The method of claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 4, Martin fails to disclose, The method of claim 1 , 

• wherein the step of receiving notification of the occurrence of check fraud further 
comprises receiving documented proof of such fraud. 

Regarding Claim 4, Werbeck discloses, 

• the step of receiving notification of the occurrence of check fraud further 
comprises receiving documented proof of such fraud. (Abstract) 

Regarding Claim 5, Werbeck discloses, The method of claim 4, 

• wherein such documented proof of such fraud comprises a police report. 
(Abstract) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the device of Martin with the proof of fraud (e.g. police report) of 
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Werbeck, in order to confirm that an actual fraud has occurred. (Werbeck, Paragraphs 
18-19) 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin 
[U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184152] as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Arizona Daily Star [Enforcement of new law boosts bad-check recoveries]. 

Regarding Claim 6, Martin discloses, The method of claim 1 . 

Regarding Claim 6 f Martin fails to disclose, The method of claim 1 , 

• wherein the step of receiving a power of attorney to pursue a claim for recovery 
for such check fraud further comprises receiving an assignment of the right of 
recovery by the consumer. 

Regarding Claim 6, Arizona Daily Star discloses, 

• the step of receiving a power of attorney to pursue a claim for recovery for such 
check fraud further comprises receiving an assignment of the right of recovery by 
the consumer. (Abstract. Examiner notes that while Arizona Daily Star does 
not explicitly state using a power of attorney, it is common to assign power 
of attorney to allow someone more knowledgeable in the area to handle a 
claim) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the device of Martin with recovery methods of the Arizona Daily 
Star, in order to recover money. (Arizona Daily Star, Abstract) 

8. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Martin 
[U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0184152] as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Rumbach [South Bend Tribune]. 

Regarding Claim 7, The method of claim 1 , 

• further comprising the step of upon receiving notification of such claim, printing a 
new series of checks for a new checking account that receives the consumer's 
funds after the original, compromised checking account is closed. (Rumbach, 
Paragraphs 37-38. Examiner notes that new checks would be ordered per 
Martin, Paragraphs 62, 65.) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to provide the device of Martin with closing the account of Rumbach, in order 
to limit losses. (Rumbach, Paragraph 36) 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather Beegle whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
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3333. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday Thru Thursday, 7:30 am to 
5:00 pm eastern. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Akm Ullah can be reached on (571 ) 272-2361 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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